In recent decades there has been an important policy reform process in Australia and other developed economies toward the adoption of more efficient market-based mechanisms to address market failures in agriculture. The OECD noted that Australia has made substantial and continuing progress since the mid-1980s in removing policies that distort agricultural production and trade. This paper takes Australia as an example, analyzing the changes of agricultural policy support level and structure in recent 30 years. On this basis, combined with the actual situation of China's agriculture, puts forward some suggestions.
INTRODUCTION
The market-oriented reform of China agricultural management has achieved remarkable results since the reform and opening up, but not yet enough. The future and goal of China modern agriculture defined by central government is agricultural modernization with high efficiency, product safety, resource saving and environment friendly (Chen Xiwen, 2016) . Obviously, there is a big gap between the Central government's request and the reality of agriculture.
The OECD data show that the TSE of all OECD's members have not changed significantly since 1986-88, but as a whole, the overall rate of TSE for agriculture has been declining. The average % TSE of the OECD has been reduced from nearly 3% in 1987 to 0.7% in 2014 (OECD, 2015) .
Australia has the oldest and least fertile soils -the largest share of total land constitutes desert or semi-arid land commonly known as the "outback". Nevertheless, Australia is an important producer and exporter of agricultural products and maintains a consistently positive and sizeable agro-food trade balance. Australia's strong agricultural industry competitiveness is mainly based on scientific and technological progress, micro agricultural subject to actively adapt to changes in the market environment and the government's appropriate agricultural support.
Australia has made substantial and sustained efforts to reduce distortions in agricultural production and trade over the past 30 years, and it provides a useful reference for agricultural policy reforms in many countries and regions. 
AUSTRALIAN AGRICULTURAL SUPPORT LEVELS AND STRUCTURES
Producer Support Estimate (PSE) is the basic method used by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) to assess and monitor the effectiveness and progress of the national agricultural policy reforms. There are three type policies in accordance with the different policy direction, namely agricultural producer support measures (measured by the PSE), consumer support measures (measured by the CSE) and general service support measures (measured by the GSSE).
Agricultural support level
Australia's agricultural support is the second lowest in the OECD member countries, with the exception of New Zealand. According to the purchasing power parity calculation method adopted by the OECD, the total amount of agricultural support in Australia has not changed much in the past 30 years. The maximum is $ 1.91 billion in 2011; the minimum is $ 1.04 billion in 2001. The total agricultural support for Australia in 2014 was $ 1.51 billion, or 0.6 percent of the OECD's total agricultural support, or 2 percent of the total agricultural support of the US. In terms of the %TSE, Australia declined from 0.86 per cent in 1986 to 0.14 per cent in 2014, while the OECD average fell from 2.96 per cent to 0.7 per cent over the same period. The %TSE of Australia in 2014 is roughly one fifth of the OECD average or onequarter of the United States.
Agricultural Support Structure
Australia's percentage PSE has declined from 13 percent in 1986 to 1.4 percent in 2015. Over this period, the percentage PSE has fallen from 37 percent to 17.05 percent in the OECD region, but remains high in Japan (43.06 percent) and Korea (48.92). Producer support in Australia has been reduced from A$2.3 billion in 1986 to A$783 million in 2015. The structure of the producer support in Australian agriculture has undergone major changes since 1986. The main areas of producer support in 1986 were market price support (75 per cent) and fuel tax credits (16 per cent). With the deepening of agricultural marketization, Market price supports gradually were completely canceled. In 2015, the main areas of producer support were payments based on input use (62 percent) and payments based on non-current A/An/R/I where production not required (20 per cent).
In contrast to producer support, general service support has continued to grow since 1986.General services support in Australian agriculture has increased from $135.5 million in 1986 to A$12.75 billion in 2015 (table 3) .In 1986, CSIRO plant and animal research was the only form of general services support. Since that time, the general service support has increased and become more diversified. In addition to agricultural research and development, the governments now also support other areas, such as the infrastructure, the inspection services and so on.
The general service support can be divided into the following five categories: GSSE for knowledge and innovation, GSSE for inspection and control, GSSE for infrastructure, GSSE for marketing and promotion, and GSSE for cost of public stockholding. In 2015, the proportion of these five types of expenditure to general service support is 4/7, 1/7, 2/7, 0, 0. This shows that agricultural R & D is not only the core of general service support, but also an important part of the Australian agricultural support system. 
CONCLUSION AND ENLIGHTENMENT
In view of the current situation of agricultural and rural areas in China, the main suggestions are as follows:
Firstly, give full play to the basic role of the market mechanism in the allocation of resources. Market mechanism is the internal driving force of modern agricultural development, and is the necessary condition for agricultural structure adjustment and optimization.
In recent years, China's agricultural development is faced not only with double squeeze between the ceiling of the import price and the floor of the cost of agricultural products, also faced with double constraints, that is, resource constraints and agricultural subsidies constraints, while also faced the complex situation that the grain output, import volume and stock volume have all increased. At present forced mechanism has been formed and China's agricultural policy reform is at an important juncture (Cheng Guoqiang, 2016) . Therefore, it is necessary to further develop the basic role of market mechanism in the development of modern agriculture, and guide the market subject to follow the market price signals, make business decisions.
Secondly, strengthen scientific and technological input and consolidate the foundation of agriculture competition. The basic competitiveness of agriculture is not entirely dependent on resource endowment. The bottleneck of constrained resources can be broken and the agricultural basic competitive power can be enhanced to a certain extent by improving the agricultural investment environment, strengthening the agricultural infrastructure construction, increasing investment in agricultural science and technology, improving agricultural intelligent level and cultivating modern farmers' occupation and other means. From Australia's experience, continued agricultural research and development is the core and foundation to improve the basic competitiveness of agriculture. At the present stage, China's agricultural research and development is still at a low level, and there are a big gap in the contribution rate of agricultural production and agricultural science and technology between the developed countries and China. The Chinese government must continue to increase investment in agricultural research funding, accelerate the improvement of modern agricultural research and promotion system, and continuously enhance the intelligence level of agricultural production and the added value of the product.
Thirdly, adjust and improve the policy system of agricultural support. The Percentage Total Support Estimate indicator of China in 2015 was 3.15%, in all OECD monitoring countries ranked second. In view of the current large-scale, inefficient and unsustainable situation of China agricultural support, it is necessary to accelerate the transformation of the policy of "increasing production orientation", which is guided by price support and direct intervention, to a "balanced supply and demand" policy based on the market mechanism and the separation of price support and agricultural subsidies. Simultaneously reduce the minimum purchase price of wheat and corn, the temporary purchasing and storage price of corn to a reasonable market price level. China should increase investment in agricultural R & D, environmental protection, pest control, disaster relief, industrial restructuring, market consultation and promotion in the context of the World Trade Organization's Green Box, and enrich our agricultural support policy system.
